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ihis docuiiient contains the budget recommendations for 
Illinci£ public coii.fflunity colleges and the Illinois Community College 
nOdid for fiscal year (FY) 1S78, reviews the funding hi^^tory and 
probieais of Illinois community colleges and provides a statement of 
need ror the FY 1 978 tudget request totalling i1 32 , 196 , 21 8- 'This 
figur-b compares to the FY 1 977 budget appropriation of 3108^802^ 000|. 
aithcugh 3 1 17 , 1 1 1 , 5C C had been recommended by the Illinois Community 
Ocllege board- It is noted that m the three-year period of FY 
197^-1977, state credit-hear grant support per student has decreased 
aicre than while inflation has increased by nearly 25%. 
Consequently, the bulk of the recommended increase ever the 1977 
Dudget is for credit-hour grants, with a rate of $2C-80 recommended 
as -.ne base rate lor the average credit-hour grant. This budget 
recciKOienadtion Is intended to prevent further program closures, 
tuition increases, and deterioration of educational qualj.ty. Tabular 
and grapnic dc*ta are included throughout and provide inforiaaticn on: 
state appropriations by budget iteiu and apportionment rates FY 
1966-1977; anticipated revenues by source and per credit hour for FY 
197d; unit costs by college and instructional program area fur FY 
1976; annual apportionment FTE enrollment by funding category fcr FY 
197t; assessed vuiuations and estimated tax collection losses; and 
equalization funding. Overall, costs for operation of the Illinois 
ccffliDunity colleges for FY 1 978 are projected at $299 , 675,000 for 
185, 5jC fir students at $53-85 per credit hour. (JDS) 
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' i.Si'.Al VKAK l'i7r^ OVKWXnih' 'MVA^Vi IMU'lOMMENDATIONS 

VOW nil. iLi.i:;nis prRLu: commun-ity coij-ECi: system 

I nt rodiic t I on 

rhc pulUic junior oollegi* system came into oxisttnce by legislative 
enactn:»>at oa Jt:ly 13, 19h5. This le^.^-^I^t ion sot flat grant landing at 
the r:ito ot $11.50 per e^enittster credit hour for Clasr; I junior colleges. 
Thes- levtils -V lundii'/.'. and this meth.od of c!istribt:tion were used during 
thi? 7-4th and 75i-h biennia (fiscal years 1966 tlirough 1969). The funding 
totaled >2A.7 million and $40.9 million respectively for the two biennia. 

Since only Class I coiiege.s were still in operation, a single flat 
rate f $15.50 per semester credit hour was adrpted for F/ 1970, resulting in 
an apprtjpr iatlon of $34.8 million. The 50 rate was maintained for 

FY 1971 anc totaled $42.3 million. 

The funding plan adopted by Che 7 7th General Assembly for V\ 1972 
maincained a flat rate grant of $15.50 per semester credit hour ($48.2 million) 
but idded $1.05 million lor equal i;:a L ion funding for certain qualifying 
districts, makint^ a total appropri.^tion of $49.2 million. 

In Pi' 1973 the flat grant rate was increased to $16.50 per semester credit 
hour and an additional $2.50 was f\:nded for each semester credit hour ia 
non^busLness occuparional programs. The respective appropriations totaled 
$54.2 million and $1.5 million. Eqilal ization funding was retained and increased 
to a total of Si. 4 million. Grants were also provided for approved public 
service and disadvant -.ed student pror;rams ($750,000 and $1.4 million respectively) 
brin*;ing the total Fi 197j apprcpri inion to $59.1 mLllion. 

During* 1074, with, the aid of a $1.54 million deficiency appropriation, 
flat i^r.ancb u'ere paid to community colleges at a rate of $18.50 per semester 

4 



•- '-i?:::* '.I. 'T :, . dnd 'O : ' r '? iiv! i-..i.]l:,:r 

1 :v.^.;. . Tr- r"... : .r .... . (•'.^:'.,-, ) . ^ ; r.M>r i l 

f >:"^n, iiri ,1.'!;- -it-.:,' ':'!... - ^ . c!:o funding 

w-t^' .iLlvrr'l •:--v.f:.:: . - 19 . a r«;:iafi;:, v,\; . ?7:.:.^ ciilion. 

!"irin.' lun.i.: v,';.:?i- v.i <./ • w --ich we:\: ' L t p'* t* vo p^'oduco 

Chi' !.)U-w:a/ iiei:>-st..jT v:r.:d:^ ii:..: y.ir-;;. : :ot.als: ilat ^;rar!t.s v;ere 

bi;slncs:i ';C';p.it i onj 1 ^rari-; . . [ rp": i c.- ^ : ^ . . . t'M:al';^^; . 8 nlllion: 
(0 equal L:: : cion r!in:iin,^ wa.' \^ • rr.. ^ i:,. m.r^ th'ia CZ.^i: :7u : ; : (^^^ 

landins ^ • ;t:ri:^Lion c.:<;:. :t. : i.t'. i ;■ ■ nut i ■[ s was *: : /iv;:*;::; ^ ro 
'rlOO,000; aivl '3) funcirus lor serv.,: ; c d ' ^:..;=v.mi. -;;pd bt.iicent: 

:;ro.;r.^::s was ' to rt-r/iLn it: r'^.; ...a- ; ;^ a:^- : i.^i r^-.; f-r by 73 and FT 

(i750,'jOO and 51.-^ ..111:..; r.. ■ . Lv. .1 } ; , : ^oi.- ijI h drai;:atic spring, 1975 

-nrolln^'nt incrons^., c.-isLn;; .-ai-LLil appor - : mi-ent FTi.\ enrollments to increase 
tror.i :in t.-xp oc t:*id t ^ r..j'Hiy 1 1 ^ , . vjppleniental appropr 1.-:^: lot., was 

tv^ illcw p.; : *: : rruvt.- v c'j ' to be p iid :it the prescribed r;ates. 
f[(ivcver, slnc^e j s : and ir^ce just ov^:r $10 million was 

prnvL::ed, tip/ .Lit: : •^;p;.:'p:..' '!■::! '.r- p'f/..i^:eu $13.12 per semest'vr 

credU iiour, - w'^ lu,: t\<. Viisi tir^. ; i i v hid not been funded 

nc thti* f'.Ll rat--^ 'iy-.rj wh.i"h ■ .i: - ■ r.^; > : ■ i t i .■ wa . ^asv . because oT the 
datirit-ncy a ppropr ( a t i n:i . :v . ; aa- ' a - ;-"u:;:.^-.-. * ra.. atlnnal f;r.ants vare 

■i'^ ^ 'I..; .p:a-;.^r ih-a . '^j r.L- .a .a- .'a - : ■ f" ■ r a:a/nGnts t-taiad ? . I 5 
"iIILiun. 'Jtac: r;.: wr- ur . 'la t;;*:' .parcpriation ^-r FY 197!} 
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; 'J n tlu' : i c i... ricy appi ^'pf i .it icn , $86.5 million. 

I'r.n-is wtM'»» ipiM'opT'Iat.tnl tor ' 1976 which WtTe oxpectod to provide tlie 
ii'llMviny, lati'S and amounts of .n\:,: 

(1) v.iriablo flat j^rants :^emi^:-.r er crodit hour rates 
tonalLiu $82. A uiMlLon as foliav/i; — 

(a) $19.20 for suiiinier 1975 baccal^iureate 
rind (occupational courses, fsummer 

l^'^ ' ^' gentnal stud es courses and 
fa' '\)75~spring 19 ''6 baccalaureate 
and occupational cours-:'. ^ (specified 
at $21.70 in SB 471) ; 

(b) $18.00 for fall 1973-spring 1976 
remedial/developmental and vocational 
skills courses (specified at $19*20 
in SB 471) ; and 

(c) $17.61 for fall 1975~spring 1976 
other general .studies courses; 

(2) $5.80 for supplemental non-business occupational 
seru-stor credit hours totaling $4.6 millJon; 

(3) $3.1 million for equ/'^lization grants; 

(4) 5705,000 for public service grants; and 

(5) $117,500 for grants for instructional programs 
at correction institutions.^ 

The appropriation for FY' 1976 totaled $93.4 million. Since the appropriation 

was based on an anticipated FTE enrollment of 145,000 and enrollments 

exceded 171,000 and since no ieficiency appropriation was received, claims 

hav-:i had to be prorated at the following rates: 

Surrmer Baccalaureate/ Occupational $16.82 

Summer General Studies 16.60 

Fall-Spring Baccalaureate/Occupational 16.00 
Fall-Spring Remedial Developmental/ 

Vocational Skills 16.50 

Fall^Spring Other General Studies 14.95 

A 'special "Blue Ribbon'' Committee appointed by the Illinois Board of 

tl -ar ?>Jucatioa v>\cn in 1974 and early 1975 to study community college finance. 

(> 



'Hio n ijor o'.jC,C'.)mt^ ..): ihi^Li- ■ 1 i ^^^'r . if. / o'l ' - =. m <;cv( lop n !*onnuI.,i provMlln<: 
(J ! f • .jrential :"undln;; base! un the \-;j.r ^ v,: m:, t.!-:t' 'M.^ioas disc ipl: ii-js . 
Funds have bt-en app?opr iatrd for KV h^'// icii incliule i5.c ':'ollowin^. grants 
and rates based on the "liltio Rlbi)Mi'' plan; 

(I) Crt'd!r. lioui t^ranls as U)llow-^-- 





Rate For 


Growth 




1"/ 1,000 


Rate 


Baccalaureate and A\caJo.rr.ic 




S1J.21 


Bu.siness,Pub.Serv. ,Pei"scnal S-rv . 


16.93 


11. ^^^5 


:\ita Proce^;*..-; inji^, Conirierc.* Te chni:'io,;?.v 


19.88 




Natural Sclenc.i, Industrial recl.nolu,,;, 


24.37 


17.06 


Health Technology 


37.01 


23.91 


Vocational Skills 


n.96 


9.77 


Ren:edial/Develop:T>ental 


14.17 


9.92 


Other ''ieneral StL-.dies 


■^.65 


5.36 



totaling $^^5, 934, 500- 



(2) K^^ualizatlon grants totaling $6,118,500; and 

(3) Disadvantaged student grants trotaling ^>2, 708,400. 

A complete history of appropriations to t\: :CPj , hocli for expenses of 
the central office and for distributioa r.: the colleges; in the system, is 
3uniiT:arized in Table 1. A liftinr, of .iDp'U t ionment funding rates since Ft 1966 
is listed below and in Table !; 



Apportionmenv l< < \tos ^or FY 1966-197 7 



Flat Grant Rates 


I 'Ye 6 


-69 


rT7o-:'; 


- Pi' 7 3 


FY_ 


_74 


FY 


75 


p/ 


76 


FY 


7 " 


























Appropriated 


r> 1 1 . 






$16.50 


$18. 


,50 


519 


.20 


$18. 


93?- 


$1S. 




Paid 


oil. 


SO 


^15.50 


h.50 


SIS. 


,50 


$18 


..12 


$16. 


00 


$ — 




Suppl . Mon- Bu^'. . Occup . 








2.50 


$ 5. 


00 


$ 3 


.80 


$ 5. 


80 






Equalization Rate 
(Foundation/ 










5440^ 
DC ""Uc 


$460- 
12c 


$460^ 
"Tic 


$5?C 

- IT 





Qualifying Tax Rate) 



^Estimated average 

^Estimated avera^-^e rate ba.seri on 176,300 / TZ r r-: li-^enL 
^Ab>'.nrbed by credit hour r;rant3 
clEqualizat ion fundln;; v;as initi.Jlr^i in TV 
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25,000 
8,000 
lO.OOO 
1,500 
5,000 
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53n,o;a 

13,0')0 
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1.000 
2,000 
6,000 
10,000 
-0- 

50,000 
150,?00 

-0- 
$593,256 
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52,;h4 
15,000 
6,000 
1,000 
2,000 
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30,000 
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1.510,000* 


565,025,000^ 
},34J,000^ 
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1,050,01)0 
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1,400,000 


2,200,000 

-0- 
1,400,000 
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"0- 

1,400,000 
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-0- 
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4, 
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54^,550,000 


750,000 
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750.000 
73,600 
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572,911,600^ 


750,000 
100,000 
300,000 
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6,i)J0,0'K) 

-0- 
2i^,/(il,/<,0 


3.172,':o 
750,000 
19,154,170 


4,093,400 
2,ni,300 
20,B9^,3C5 


3,200,000 
2,39(.,')0O 
21,3115,995 


3.2CO,Of)0 
2.879,500 
14, 121. 770 


fiU.lOO 
J,2O5,7{i0^ 
12,607,110 


2,409,fl00 
3,205,(500 
12,607,110 




S5&,e%,i?o 

553,166,990 


5fi'),402.9fi5 
569,;31,065 


2,490,000^ 
581,]]5,032 


$7^353,770 
2,400.000" 
5/12,189,456 


$il^,UO,590 
539,936,846^ 


S1J4,999,510 
$105,576,310^ 



5428,310 
62,110 
16,920 
B,000 
2,500 
1,500 
9,000 
12,100 

-0- , 
100,000 
60,620 
5562,400 



582,357,165 



JrVflf lUt:t% <U^M froa ^I^ICO, $1,250,000, 51,400,000 irtd $200,000 r^pectlvdy vU pasRdgt of SB 11B4 (transfer bill) 

•Mi^nt I «u;>plra«nt4 4p?ro;'tI-ithrt »f 5L5^ sllllon ^hMn 5237,000 for \mi^, insurtn?, .inJ equipping a phygicjl facility 

bpecUl appropriJtloQ for equl??.ft)C ic Milcr)la 'Speclol appropriation lor fqulpaent it Jlentiidy-Mrg College 

ludulM ^ ii-ip?l. a;>pM?rUtlon ol 510,2 ttlUloa (5B 472) hmit after vetoea by Coventor 



3,100.000 

2,444,000 

705,000 
U?,500 

593,363,665 

3,478,400 
3,267,100 
12,607,110 



W2«J10 
85,V70 
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1,000 
13,000 
17,600 
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17,600 
$66l),900 



595,934,500 

6,in,500 
2,703.400 

5104,761,40: 
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13,607,110 

5125,119,110 

517.6,485,010 





FY/j8^69 




FY 71 


FY 72 
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$U/)0 
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{15.50 



nil nJi iLil FY 76 nn 
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5.wl.';:a-3.i ■- - - 5 2.50 J 5.00 5 5,80 J sIm 

- 5510. m m 5i((i 5560 
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il«a»nil ifiiiiM ;j.jr,„, a 11/18/7$ 
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i^ctoff tlic '^'.irious .lata and calculatic-iu; aru prejiontod t^^ lustify in 
nunibeis t:!»e need lor tncreased op«rat.in>; funds for FY L97^, Sor.rtihln^; Khou.M 
be .SI Ld i\\ narrative about the need for the proposed incri»ase, 

Tl\ 'at grant rate apportioned Co con:ii.uni t}' collcv.e.s increased from 
$11, '30 (per semester credit hour) initially in FY 19r>6 to $15,50 in YY 1970, 
from ^"^I^.jO to $16,50 in FY 1973 and from !^]o,50 to $18,50 in 197A 
In recognition of the increased co'it of operation b. ought about in part 
by inflation. Then in FY 1975, after the General Assembly failed to provide 
enough supplemental funds, flat grant rates were prorated frotii the proposed 
$19.20 to $18,12 — a reduction from the previours vear. The General Assenbly 
failed to provide any supplemental funds in FY 1976 and credit hour grants 
were prorated from $18,93 (average of three rates) to $16.00 — in spite of 
the fact that the Governor had includt^^d a $21,70 figure in his initial budget. 
In F{ 1977, if enrollments increase only a projected 176,500 FIE, 
credit hour grants will be paid at an average of $18,12, which includes the 
funds formerly paid out as .'=;appleraental vo-tech rates. Should these rates 
be excluded for comparative purposes with previous years, the average 
credit hour grant rate would be approximately $17.00, 

In sumniary, in the three yr.Li- oeriod of FY 197A-FY 1977 state credit 
hour grant support per studt '^t has Je rreased ir.ore tha n 8/? in a_ period when 
inflation has increased by appr uximately 25% ! To further compound the 
problem, local tax revenue per student has steadily diminished since assess- 
ments iiave not increased nearly in proper tLon to enrollments. The inevitable 
effect ^"i" . :ch reduced state and local revea'-ic is to force tuition rates 
higher and also to force cr^mmunity collegi.' districts into various forms of 



10 



1 iv!-/:it.i.siiu.*'i''. » Tiilllnn h.ii. liu:tca;u*vi in rill but st'vrn <1 . lr.tr ic t lu'twci'ii 
• n;.; .inl r: l^r;; wltli fu^veral Incrua.sinr, uioro than lOOZ. (It t; innlc 

I nri)rT:|)rriu»ri4ibJ't: that tht.' (IdVLrrnoT' aai! tho Centura] A.'-:s(Mnbiy have 
T*'t ir^«'d Co permit: un i vit.s 1 1 Ics to increase their tul tlon any Jurln^^ tliat 
.ane periotl oi time.) CuIIckom have also n^pnrttKl in RAMP/CC deficits in 
the toi;:i k)\ wcirkiriK; cash i unds, tax uit ic ipat ion warrants, and j^eneral 
nbli-ation n(^te:^ of nore than !?57 miUicn in FY 1976. $70 million in F\' 1077 , 
and '-/7 million in FY 1978, 

'Muce tuici(in increase am' borrowing still have uot provided tho needed 
fund;, Hciny co.llei'.es have he)iun tn tfike otlior measurefi to reduce spendiirc^ 
Iric laid i.u.'. — 

I. hirinv: ,/reater numbers of part- time facilt* .o repla-^e 
f'.ilL-tlne faculty (part-tine ^".iculty are o^L^n paid at 
-'lie- th ird , oi less, the rate of tulJ-tiine faculty); 

1 , freeziu^^, salaries (in the case of one liege, for three 
consecutive ^ijars); 

3. aeferrin^ iir.plementat ion of, and in some cases cutting 
back, proj^ra.ns and services. 

. deferring; maintenance and equipment replaceirent ; and 

3. increasing cia.ys sir.e, 
Whil-v rcduce.d spending is politically popular, it tends to become an end 
in itself. The Inevitable victim of revenue reductions of the duration and 
magnitude experienced by the comnninity colleges is the student and the 
quality of education he or s.ie receive^. 

Wliile .^ross comparisons are frought with some danger, it is at least 
interesc inr^, to compare unit costs of Illinois public community colVges with 
t'. s--! nf public community colleges in other states and with high school 
di'^rri::ts in Illinois. The followinr, chart shows that these three segments 
wer^.» ilmost at Identical unit cost levels in FT 1971. However, by FY 1975 

i 1 
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• "'••ulUv (.'olh^M' unit cnr.tii r<'mairuMl rrlativi'ly iJtaMo i :ud will 
;u<Sa!)l.v *'Xi'r r I cnc a I y',n i I i cati t dLH*r<»aac la FY V)"h), 

Av**^- iL-j' Vor Fy\\ Student; 0|)»m at • -u, ^^mc s 

ilUnoiM public r 'i::iminity collcjinis $I51ir ^ 
Otiier ytatt! public comm. colleges 1510 K^'r:) 17;:1 9< 

lllinol; Mgh school districtri 1319 16r. 1816 

ta unava i lab'le 

Cc'it-alnlv the experience In recent yeai'S vltli Illinois pablic coiimiunity 
ooIIoKc expenditures when compared to eltht^r the rate ot inflation or the 
experience o t: other segments of education .should be cause fi>r concern 
tor thocjt? Interested in providing quality education — particularly wlien 
one examineFj the steps that have had to he taken hv tht? Illinois communicy 
coller.es to reduce their expenditures. 
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' The FY 1978 Operating Finance Plan 

The FY 1978 operating finance plan is based on the funding plan 
developed by the "Blue Ribbon" Committee which was formed in 1974 by the 
Illinois Board Higher Education to study community college funding. 

A special Ad Hoc Committee consisting of community coll€ trustees, 
Cv';n:nunit:v college presidents, and ICCB members and staff was appointed by 
the Illinois Ccnmunity College Board (ICCB) in May of 1976 in an attempt to 
resolve the many interpretation differences which had surfaced in FY 1977 
in costinc; out the "Blue Ribbon" plan. It is believed that many of the 
differences have been resolved by this Committee and the plan and budget request 

presented herein has the support of the entire community college system. 

i 

\ In summary, the FY 1978 funding plan for the public community colleges 
includes the follo^ng funds to be available for the community colleges to meet 
'their projected costs of $299,675,000 for 185,500 FIE students at $53.85 per 
c^tHidit hour: 

Revenue % Of 

Revenue Item... Amount of Revenue Per Credit Hour Tctal_Kevenue 

Local- Tax Contribution $ 81.630,000 $14.67 

Tuition and Fee Revenue 59,935,000 $10.77 

Other Local Revenue Xof^ .L^ 

Total Local Revenue ($146,042,000) ($26.24) 

. Federal Funds 8,977,000 $ 1.61 

^ Other State Revenue " ^l^f^'Tn L o2 

DAVTE Vo-Tech Grants 5,6/7,000 ? j-U^ 

• ICCB Equalization Grants 6,983,000 ^ J--" 

ICCB- Disadvant. Student Grants 3,000,000 ^ -^^ 

■ ICCB Collection .Loss Grants l-yn o. 

ICCB credit Hour Grants ^^^'1'^'°°^, 

Total State arid Fed. Revenue .($153,633,000). 

Total FY 1978 Revenue $299,675,000 $53.85 

. The Vmat of this section will be to present the funding plan mechanics 
al.n,3 With a dollar'-f igure which is generated by those mechanics on the left 
^^page and to present assumptions, definitions, and other forms of explanation 
■ on the right page. ...The.plan will be proceded by a listing of major 

•differences between the proposed FY 1978 plan and the plan actually enacted 
for Ff 1977;>iu„.. | 3 
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Illinois Connnunity College Board 

MAJOR DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1977 COMMmilTY COLLEGE FUNDING 
PLAN AND PROPOSED FY 1978 FUNDING PLAN 



FY 1977 Community College Funding Plan 

1. Other general studies courses funded 
only at 50% of formula difference. 



2. Ic reserved for public service 
activities and half of other general 
studies courses. 

3. Enrollment growth funded only up to 
70%, 



4. DAVTE reimbursement averaged for 
funding categories 3, 4, and 5 (data 
processing/commerce technology; 
natural science/indus trial technology; 
health technology courses.) 

5. Apparently IBHE staff did not include 
any restricted purposes revenue in 
the calculations. 



6. Unweighted mean tax rate used with no 
adjustments for non-operating funding 
plus Ic reserved for public service 
and other general studies. 



7, Used a median tuition rate applied to 
projected FTE enrollments. 



8, A uniform collection loss was 
applied statewide. 

9, Disadvantaged student grants were 
calculated on proportion of federal 
funds reserved for economically 
disadvantaged students. 
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FY 1978 Community College Funding Plan 

1. Other general studies courses funded 
at 100% of formula difference, 
similar to other seven categories, 

2. Lc; reserved for only public service 
activities, 

3. Enrollment growth funded at the 
saine percentage level as basi^c 
rates, but only 5% enrollment 
growth requested for FY 1978. 

4. Actual DAVTE reimbursement amounts 
applied to four of the five 
vocational "technology" categories; 
to possibly be submitted through 
ICCB, 

^' Restricted purposes revenue in the 

amount of 75% was included as revenue 
since the ICCB staff estimates that 
these items are included in unit cost, 

6. . Actual operating tax rates for 

each distr-Jct for budget year are used 
with ?>djustments for transfers to 
non-cperating funds and Ic reserve 
for public service activities, 

7. Used estimates of colleges for 
actual tuition and fee revenues as 
reported in RAMP/CC but not to 
exceed 20%' of the unit cost. 

8. Actual collection losses for each 
district are calculated, 

9. Disadvantaged student grants 
funded on the basis of educationally 
disadvantaged students defined in 
direct relation to students 
enrolled in remedial/developTr.ental 
courses. 



10/1/76 
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) 97 7 r'otiiinunity College Funding PI rm 



FY 1978 Community College Funding Flan 



10. CicidLt hour grants: reimbursed as regular 
mid-terra and suppleniental claims filed 
in TCCB office. 



11. Projected uniform EAV growth. 



12. L'sed other than local revenues in 
determining the standard local 
contribution for equalization purposes. 

13. Correctional instructional grants not 
included. 



lA. DAVTE ^-onies not considered as an ICCB 
responsibility. 

15. Used a combination of three "averages" 
in determining unit costs and credit 
hour grants. 



10. Credit hour grants to be paid 
quarterly to each district (proposed 
by the Council of Presidents and 
still under consideration by ICCB 
staff) . 

11. Used actual district projections 
with no uniform rate being 
applied for EAV growth. 

12. Used only the local (tax and non- 
district chargeback) revenue for 
determining equalization funding. 

13. Correctional instructional grants 
included as an ICCB responsibility 
to be submitted as a separate 
appropriations request . 

14. DAVTE monies may be funded through 
ICCB. 

15. Used a weighted average in 
determining unit costs and credit 
hour grants. 



10/1/76 
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mm OF THE mm mmit mm 
f'^^^ ' i'^c.VL \'EA?. im 



DeLcrxination oi loial Operating Resource 
R2(]iilr'.'.(?,cip.ts 



TOTAL COST OF FLUNG PL^ 
J'itli Explanatk of Cahil'^tinnc 



COST PER 
CREDIT eOUR 

OF FIDING 
M ELEfflTS 



A. CUculatf the actual fv Jb iastructionai 
'^osts ami credit hours generated for each 
instructional category lor each district. 

5. the Instructional category costs and 
credit hours and divide the total cost 
by the total credit hours to obtain a 
stateildo average unit cost for each 
category (velghted mean). 

C. Adjust Fy 76 statewide unit corts by 
Instructional category to reflect 
'inacipated changes in general nrices, 
■i^ilities, and salaries between F'f 76 
.':dFY78. 

increase credit hour enrolheats ir. each 
instn;ctional category by Jl for [-! 7/ 
and for f: 11 

E. Mtipl7CahoveDy30andt * vD 
above for each instructional u.jgory and 
M the products to determine total ' 
operating resource requirements. 




The statewide average unit cost is 
per credit hour for all 
instructional categories coishined. 



Estimated to increase U for fi 77 
based on kno'^ revenue levels, and 
H for Yi 78 m for price 
increases, 151 for utilities, f4 for 
S3laries)-$53,S5 per credit hour. ■ 

listisated to increase from present 
level of 171,576 by ]l in r\' 77 and 
by 51 in ly 78 to a level of 1S5,500. 

^ 30 credit 18:^500=...,,^ 553.85 



Determination of Total Operating Resource Requirements 



Unit costs utilized herein are based on data received from all of 
the 38 districts. These figures are presented in the following chart. 

FY 1976 
Statewide 
Weighted Jfean 
Unit Cost 



Baccalaureate $49 . 76 

Business and Public Service $45.78 

Data Processing & Commerce Technology $55.67 

Natural Science & Industrial Tech. $58.63 

Health Technology $79.77 

Vocational Skills $39.21 

Remedial/Developmental $36 . 13 

General Studies $39.10 

Average $48.40 



The Illinois Community College Board agreed to apply the same projected 
inflation factors for general prices, utilities, and salaries as will be used for 
the universities for FY 1978. The best judgement of the ICCB staff at this time, 
based on a review of Chase Economics , Wall Street Journal , and Higher Education 
Prices and Price Indexes is that general price increases will be 6^%, utility 
increases 15%, and salary increases 7h% (7% for faculty and administrators and 
9% for civil service personnel) for , an overall average of 7^$%- Hence, after 
applying a factor of 3^% for increases for FY 1977 (based on known revenue 
availability), FY 1978 unit costs were increased by 7h%. These calculations are 
reflected in Table 2. 

Table 3 shows the actual FY 1976 enrollments by funding .-.ategory. It should 
be emphasized that the 3% (FY 77) and 5% (FY 78) projections .'to-ali.ng 185,500 PTE) 
are ncc as much projections of actual enrollments as they are of enrollments 
which should be funded. 

18 
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lUioolt Cooounlty College Board 



Revland 11/15/76 

All DlBtricct Included 



FY 1976 Unit Coat By Tnttrucclonal Program Area 
In tK« Public Cooanunlty Colleges of llllnola 




S t M^ t W<>lghc.-^d Mea n v/9 ^^Ica^Q ^*9-0l 
♦l X.26t 2"y«or Inflation ^5 . 30 

S wbrotal 
D AVTR C rant J 
CradCt Wo t » ^ G rnnm 



.^^^^"^^'chnol ..raZ^TT^c.lU,. initiated operation during the Fall term 
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Table 3 



Illinois CoDitunlcy College Board 
FY 1576 AmAL APPORTICIWDIT m ENKOLLHENT BY EIGHT HINDING CATEGORIES 



]m: BUi'iNEi': 



DATA ;-f:nC HAT SCT HEALTH LOCATION REMEDIAL 

cmyi m tech tech i'i{iLL5 peuelop 



GENERAL 
JTUDIEJ 



total 



501 
502 
503 

'■'OA 



. / 1' 



510 
511 



5H' 

::!0 

:.)'/ 

5;: I 

5.-]3 

5.i-» 

527 
52fJ 
529 
530 
531 
5'52 
>533 
'534 
535 
536 
537 
539 



:,Ai>.Ay!uA 
DliPAiiE 
[iLACK IIAliK 

FAi^t'lAflO 

:,'|||^ vAiLEy 
:',".:i'.'fKi.: 

THORN I ON 

R'lCK vAi u y 
^jfi. pa[c:y m/.rpe 

!l,L[N!![.\" yALi-EY 
IILIfJOI".' l E^iTiNAl 

r^AiRii: .tME 

UAIIKOHjEE 
l.Af,E L''.i'l? 

(.v,Ri :'V.fi[i;'iii!(G 
;Kf;;i!.:';("i 

tvA'l^ril r(- 
Rf-.HP LAfiF 
PfLlEOlLLt 
MStiUAIIRE': 
Hi,iRAIil[ WLLEY 
,:ilLlfI 

L INfPlN LAND 
Mill-; ION 

ILLINOIS EAFERN 

JOHN A. LOGAN 

i'HAUNEE 

LAKE COUNTY 

SOUTHEAXIERN 

SPOON Rim 

OAKTON 

LEWIS i CLARK 
RICHLAND 
JOHN UOOD 







•jO 


193 


147 


26 


24 , 


114 


1,461 


'),i.it:.' 






5B9 


165 


1 


•16:; 


109 


8,817 


;;,,!,!,') 


m 


114 


647 


1''2 


65 


1,021 ' 


131 


5,264 




1J10 


409 


763 


. 61? 


345 


392 


323 


3,583 


2,10!] 


;:)21 


•10 


403 


301 


VJ 


174 


61 


3,696 








:',!6 


100 


w ( 


3': 


37 


2,070 






'i7 


■;o3 


fil 


47 


;53 


65 


2,150 




% '.\?19 


1,275 


1,?4v 


i,oj;.! 


2,2V0 


V ,628 


3,112 


53,369 * 




464 




207 


167 


30 


95 : 




2,534 




739 


117 


107 


290 


39 


804 ■ 


160 


4,716 


2,:mi 






358 


■ 17( 


< ■ 


93 


36 


3,708 




1 , 


2? 


544 


403 




235 


72 


7,098 


1 


i 'j 


60 


*■ <,\i 


125 


0 

•J 


70 


18 


2,283 


..,0 


1,1 in 


::13 


557 


330 


49 


307 


221 


5,576 


1 , 






255 


20'. 


20 


120 


19 


3,063 


1,r:"; 


213/. 


31 


257 


120 


32 


226 ■ 


71 


2,568 


» , y.i4 


;!0') 


76 


585 


131 


42 


80 • 


54 


2,665 


'' *j 


o4l 


43 


255 


163 


9 


81 ; 


R1 


1,533 




■ r,'ii 


26 


^'11 


65 


13 


139 


56 


1 ,256 


liiii' 


Til 


2'j 


150 


128 


133 


296 


74 


1,953 




;o.', 


1 


339 


92 


34 


76 


26 


1,393 


2,m 


736 ■ 


■ 22/ 


551 


223 


r,'3 


109 


106 


4,976 


740 


267 


50 


349 


79 


17 


10/ ' 


26 


1,6.35 


2,w: 


1,')53 


157 


207 


252 


237 


403 


137 


5,415 




955 


236 


743 


31 


94 


410 


234 


5,660 


2,;i:2 


373 


77 


212 


• 140 


33 


79 


36 


2,964 




246 


69 


103 


105 


54 


102 


19 


1,653 


/)5;: 


276 


56 


220 


3 


19 


69 


30 


1,325 


2 , 059 


J f ; 




77') 


1 / ( 






337 


4,215 


910 


197 


14 


?8 




76 


119 


133 


1,677 


AlO 


283 


40 


^08 


72 


61 


221 


78 


1,773 


2, 1 44 


1,050 


105 


400 


263 


* ■ *J 


456 ' 


53 


4,587 


421 


140 




149 


96 


24 


59 ' 


14 


905 


346 


91 


16 


136 


66' 


' ' 20 


62 


26 


771 


2,209 


373 


129 


113 


154 


1167 


263 : 


264 


3,672 


1,346 


741 


90 


247 


128 


37 


265 


80 


2,942 


,'/67 


151 


21 


91 


0 


■ i4 


69 


19 


1,132' 


275 


68 


6 


64 


0 


0 


0 


0 


413 


82,236 


24,328 


5,243 


13,410 


7,095 


4,730 


27,442 


6,592 


171,576 



*To be adjusted after audit correction of apportionment claims 
o 
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COST PER 



mm OF TO mm mim mm lom cost of fiksc m imn Tmi 

'^^^^m 'fah&pla.atlonofCalcdari.n., i„ 

II. Detennination of Local Resource Availabilitv 

^ > 

A. Tax and charjjeback revenue 

1. Use the actual operating tax rates for 
each district (or the miniium 

^ qualifying tax rate, if less) for Yi 11 

and FY 78 adjusted to eliminate (a) the F! 17 tax rates x 1976 EAV ^ 2 
effective rate of transfers to non- \ plus FY 78 tax rates x 1977* 
operating funds and (b) the Ic reserved \ EAV f 2 after such tax rates are 
for public service activities. Adjusted to exclude transfers to 

/ non-operating funds and the Ic 

2, Mtiply the rates for each district in/ reserved for public service 
A-1 above by the EAV estliiates of eacl/ activities"}fi5,198,000 
district for 1976 (501) and 1977 (501). 

1. Reduce the results in A-2 above by the Less collection losses of SM80,000 
estinates of each district for collection 
losses for FY 78. ■ 

4. Increase the result in H above by each Plus non-district chargebacks of 
district's estimate of non-district ?I,312.000. 

cha;:geback receipts for FY 78, 

5. Sum all districts' estimated operating .n. ... ... ... 

ta- and chargeback revenue as adjusted '^^'^^^'^^^ '^^'^^ 

above to obtain a standard local tax 
contribution. 
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Detenalnatlon of Local Resource Availability 



Tax and Chargeback Revenue - Since most districts receive revenue from local 
tax levies in two different years, and roughly in equal proportions, estimates 
of FY 1978 tax revenue must take into account levies made against both the 197f) andL 
1977 equalized assessed valuations (EAV) . (Roughly half the levy against 
the 1975 EAV will not be received until early in FY 1978 and half the levy 
against the 1977 EAV will be received in late FY 1978.) This calculation 
procedure is shown in Table 4, It should also be noted that the tax 
rates presented in Table 4 reflect two adjustments — one for transfer 
of operating revenues to non-operating funds (e.g. the site and construction 
fund) and another (minus Ic) for support of public service activities. 
The latter adjustment is in lieu of a direct state grant for public service 
activities and has the effect of reducing the standard local contribution 
and hence raising the credit hour grants, thereby providing indirect 
state financial support. 

Additional adjustments made for determination of estimated local tax 
and chargeback revenue are a deduction for permanently uncollectable taxes 
(see Table 5 for an estimate of such losses) and an addition of 
Qcn-community college district chargeback revenues. Inter-district 
chargeback revenues are not: recorded since on a statewide basis they should 
net out to zero revenue. 
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Table 4 



Illinois Comunity College lonri 

im AfiD im i^mm assessed vAniAiioiis a\d niimnn lit tax r,\tes 



nn 

3LDC, & 
1576 EAV TiXEAIE 



15?;' EAV 



FY 78 FKlUECTcD 

BLDG. i o:;i,-ii\iF mm net ta): 

EDUC,i.:i NET TAX REVEMI NET TAX REVENUE RE'/EIil'^S 

TAX LEVIED FOR FY77 LEVIED FOR Tili FOR F/78 



L.Gl."' 

M 5 ; 1. 1, 'Hi 1 1 ': 'JAiLL'y 
V.') 1 1 ' if'ii! ■ uiIIkAL 

■1') ':iAi£ 
.' : ''.I ■ .V'lr' 

',-.'0 \;r'h: 1 1 
'■■:\ i "i!;. 

v,',-; M/i'i'vi'ii- 

',M hi:: ;,!f)' 'v'm.l.Ll' 
'■■J/.. I IN'Hi N L,1III) 

S'.'il fli:i ' 'It:'/ 

■,JV (l.l.Ifl['!<' r.A-iTERN 

"jj? {,u nmv< 

■5^3 );iilJlllfAVi[RN 
^Vj ims m CLARK 

'.,37 MnaiNO 

^■37 JOHN |/;G03 
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0.?400 
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. 22?, 030 
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0.1900 


'?iO,0'.)'5,OriO 


0.1900 
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7'j1,30;),00t 


OJBOO 


76^,300,000 


0.1300 


476, 170 


637,670 


150,OGO,00(: 




450,000,000 


0.2150 


483,750 


483,750 


S50,730,165,00'i 




$51, 718, W, 000 




$40,728,715 $44,268,930 



^1,^.12,0.00 
1,'-'37,2'i0 

2,1122, no 

2,32[),313 

771,0ij0 
1,l''0,37-i 

2i,3:'4,,ri 

1,7?7.3.'5 
1,517,300 
1,742,063 
3,7:i2,63i] 
1,5211,466 
4,031,000 

760,050 
1,146,000 
1,022,01? 

740,000 

7.^6, 5;. 3 
'i,(i'j0,6C0 

A') 1,600 
2,070,000 

742,62:; 
3, 750, 2 72 
3, 11'), 000 
2,646,000 
1,540,0'3O 

872,500 
1,166,476 

055,631 

''05,724 
2,507,400 

457,720 

760,000 
3,040,860 
1,024,000 
1,365,840 

967,500 
$85,197,645 



CB 



erIc 



Table 5 

Illinois Community College Board 
ESTI>L\TED TAX COLIJICTION LOSSES - FY78 



Dist. 




Collect Loss 


Collection 


No.^ ■ • 


College 


Rate 


Amount 


501 .. 


-^Kaskaekia > ^'^ 


^ " '.0094 


$ 10,000 


502 


. DuPage 


• :0250 


108,000 


503 • 


Black Hawk 


.0102 


17,000 


504 


Triton . 


.0292 


95 ,000 


505 


parkland 




- 


506 


Sauk Valley 


.0259 


22,000 


507 


Danville 


.0024 


3,000 


508 


Chicago 


. 1400 


3 , 192,000 


5Q9 


Elgin 


. 0351 


78, 000 


510 


Thornton 


.0598 


100,000 


511 


;■ Rock Valley " 


.0148 


33,000 


512 


Wm. R. Harper 


.0499 


242,000 


513 


111. Valley 


- 




514 


111. Central' 






515 


Prairie State 


V 7.0702 


75,000 


516 


Waubpnsee 


y .0303 


38,000 


517 


Lake Land y 


..0384 


43,000 


518 . 


Carl Sandburg f 


- 




519 


Highland \^ 


- 




520 


Kankakee 


.0125 


14,000 


521 


Read Lake^ 


\ .0413 


27,000 


522 


Bel levilie • 


■ ^ ,0742 


174,000 


523 


Krshwaukee 


.0395 


32,000 


524 


Moraine Valley 


- 


*" 


525 


Joliet 


.0301 


124,000 


526 


Lincoln L«nd 


- 


— 


527 


Morton ' 


.0327 


53,000 


528 ^ 


McHeary 


.0057 


6, 000 


529 


111 . Eastfern 


.0497 


D 1 , 000 


530 


John A. Logan 






531 


Shawnee 


.0411 


18,000 


532 


Lake County 


.0108 


29,000 


533 


Southeastern 


.0274 


13,000 


534 


Spoon River 






535 


Oakton : 


.0501 


188,000 


536 - 


Lewis 6c Ci'ark 


.0200 


48,000 


537 


Richland ^ 


.0299 


44,000 


539 


John .^Wood 







Collection Loss 
Amount Above 
Average Loss* 



,869,600 
3,010 

13,034 



37,989 ^ 



TOTAL/AVER-AGE .0580 $4,887,800 $1,923,633 

*.Vmount recommended for FY 1978 funding by ICCB 11/19/76 
cb , 



11/15/76 
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B. Tuition and fee revenue 



COST PER 



^ ^ii^^i^'iiiiilMy^^^ '> m!i Explanation of Calcu lations py^^ KLEMENTS 



i. SuLi the colleges' HIHP/CC estimates 
oi tuition and general operating 
■■cudent fee revenues for F\' 78. If 
this figures exceeds 20?^ of the total 
instructional cost, the 20! figure- 
shall be used. 



C. Add other local revenues such as sales 
and service fees, interest on invest- 
ments, etc. as reported by each district 
in RA^IP/CC for FY 78. 

D. Sum A, R, and C above to deteraine the 
"standard local contribution." 

HI. Determination of Federal and Other State 
(Non-ICCB) Resource Availability 

A. Suin the districts' estimates for FY 78 
of federal and other state (non-ICCB) 
revenue (non-restricted and restricted, 
excluding student financial aid) such as 
lOE funds (but not to include DAVTE) 
to determine the "standard 'other' 
contribution." 



Colleges' estimates totaled ?64,500,000 

but they were b ised on enrollment 

increases not provided in the plan. 

Adjustment for lower enrollments 

(185,500 7 196,509 =W.^;^)' 

brought estimated tuition and fee 

revenue to approximately S6l million 

which calculates at 5l0.96/credit 

hour, however 20°/ of the $53.85 

unit cost projected for FY 78 is $10.77 

which yields a total projection of.... $59,935,000 

Other local revenues were estimated at $ ^,^77,000 
by the colleges in RA}1F/CC. 



$10.77 
$ .80 



'otal standard local contribution" is($l46,042,000) ($2?.?.^) 



Federal and other state revenues 

from both the operating and 

restricted purposes funds totaled 

$8,977,000 and $11,239,000 

respectively when adjusted to 

elininate expenditures not included 

in the unit cost study $ 20,266,000 $3.64 
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Tuition a nd Fee Revenue - Colleges' RAMP/CC estimates of tuition and fee 
(those fees assessed uniformly and which are used for operating expenditure 
purposes) revenues totaled $64.5 million. However these estimates were based 
on achieving enrollment levels of 196,509 FTE. Since the colleges' enrollment 
projections were made (generally in July, 1976), the enrollment picture has 
changed so that most estimates are not being realized during the fall term. 
The estimates of tuition and fee revenue were thus reduced in accordance with 
an ICCB estinwte of 185 , 500--about 5.6% less than the projections which 
were to generate $64.5 million. 

The ICCB had also set a limit on "countable" tuition and fee 
revenue of 20% of the projected unit cost for any one year since it 
felt that tuition and fee revenue should not continue to increase and 
"subsidize" the state credit hour grant. In calculating FY 1978 tuition 
and fee revenues, the 20% of projected unit cost for FY 1978 amounted to 
$59,9 million in total or $10.77 per semester credit hour, which is slightly 
less than the estimate of actual receipts, $61 million. 

Determination of Feder al and Other State (Non-ICCB) Resource Availability • 
In estimating "other ?tate" and falderal revenue, it was necessary to 

look at both operating and restricted purposes fund revenue estimates since 
much of the restricted purpose fund revenue is used in calculating instructional 
unit costs and therefore generates resource requirement estimates. Based 
on an anlysls of several RAMP/CC tables, it was estimated that 75% of 
restricted purpose funds received from the "other state" and federal was 
used for generation of credit hours. Hence 75% of total restricted purposes 
fund estimates were added to the total operating fund estimates to 
generate the $8,977,000 and $11,589,000 estimates for federal and "other 
state" sources respectively. 

21 
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HIE mm mmt. !m% total cost of fogduig m nmm 



CREDIT HOUR 
OF H;iiDIK 



'II 
I.. 



!'".:ti'idn<itla of la'h Apiiortionment and Crant 
•>.i.'^r.'!^.ili)li'.t)' (Iii.jliiding DAVTIi) 

\. 'Mii:: n-'J (Uandard local coiitribntton) jn,i 'C:!)!), 675, 000 minus ($1.4(.,0>i' OO'J I 

■II-A -standard othei contribution), then $20,266,000) equals (?1]3,367,000) 

^i-Jbtracr this a.iount tioiii H. ,f ^^^^^^^ f^,^^, 

ICCB and DAVTE 

ii. CalcMlaLe etjualization grants 

I. Calcalate a "standard local tax $31,630,000 - 185,500 = $^/|0 

contribution" (II-A divided by I-D). 

^'"^^^P^^ EAVVln-dlstrict FTE $85,198,000 - 551,32^,325,000 - 16.6c 

by the statewide welj^hted ir,ean tax t^)t rate 

rate (as adjusted in II-A-1) and 

subtract from the standard local 

tax contribution Gikulated in i'l above, 

^■';"^;^P:^^if"^^|j^'2aboveby^ 5 5 533 

in-distnxc FTE enrollments (adjusted 
as in I'D) in qualifying districts 
and sun the products. (Equalization 
calculation) 
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^Adjusted to reflect one-half the difference between the statewide average collection loss rate and the actual 
loss of districts with high collection loss rates. 
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Determination cL' IC CB Appor t io rnnfynt ar ui v^Vcint r!t-s|>on.sib 11 1 ty (Including DAV'YE ) 

K quallzatio n - After estimates • avillable iocal (including; tultrton and 
tuf/, federal, and "other state" rev.uuies are r :.culated and sumnod , this total 
is subtracted ircin projected total resouic*^ need:; to dctonnlnt; the responsibility of 
the state for credit hour and special ^<,rants (incaadin^ vo~tech grants 
from the Illincis Office of Education-Division of Adult and Vocational 
Education /"DA^TFJ). DAVTE grants are iasiliuled In this figure since it is 
possible that such grants may be funded thr. iigri ICCB in the near future — perhaps 
FY 1978. 

Equalization grants were calculated similar to FY 1977, The assumption 
is that a district should be able to raise a standard atnount of l^oal tax 
revenue per student (weighted mean) by applying a standard tax rate (weighted 
mean) to its equalized assessed valuation per in~dlstrict FTE student. 
If it cannot, it should receive state funding to "equalise" its ability to 
obtain iocal tax support- The calcul'^.tions for FY 1978 are showTi in Table 
6. It should be noted that an adjustment was made for districts with 
excessive (above the statewide average) tax collection losses. While the 
ICCB was not interested in compensating for all the inability 
of local tax collectors to collect tax^is Usee Table 5), it did feel that 
Che state shcild recognizie the problen. not to he under the control of local 
districts receiving such revenue and siiould assume a portion of the 
responsibility (50% of the difference between a district's actual experience 
and the statewide average). 

The justification for equalization funding is in terms of the extent 
to which the ability of local community college districts to obtain tax 
revenue does in fact differ. Figure 1 c.rapi: ically demonstrates the wide, 
variation in equalized assessed valuation p^ji in-district FTE student 
and shows the impact of equalisation on S'lch disparity. VHiile it is conceded 
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r.hat ' ill .'-^^ir..', : nt; [ractic's do varv (nnt always In the clirecuitM: r{ 
i • f 'i'>^.* -. .ii.e.at. raLio5.. .Ui t-quai izat ion (ii JtrictiO , it Is inconcei vaM 
r'.'f. '.ini.^'' c: is-;esi?nont vonhl coma close to ccT.pen.s.irirx^, ror 

t:-.." ^•'•:"-er'- .1 i,;p.'.r i.tv borvo^n the district with the laritf^r^c. }:AV7 ! n-dis trict 
and tiie -Ji.strlr.t vicli the smallest EAV/in~d J strl c r. FIE. 
Tr ills- h-H'-; irgued that equalizaticn districts are "getting, rich" 
''or»-:s -r.;!'' Iv in terms (>f state money as a percent of L'ota.l revc>r.ue) at the 
expen--.'^ oL' n':n-eqaali za tion districts, hut this i*^ not true. Figure 2 ehou 
t'l-.it even with .greater state funding per student (because of eqaall:!:atior. 
finding) equalisation districts are still r,enerally lowest in terns of the 
total revenue available per student. 



Tabic 6 

Illinois Coomunity College BoArd 
PROJECTED FY 1978 SPECIAL ASSISTANCE (EQUALIZATION) FUNDING REQUESTED FOR ILLINOIS PUBLIC COMMUNin COLLEGES 



nn in- 



(Col.l : Col. 2) 
1975 EAV/FY 76 



EAV/FTE Adjusted 
For 50;; of Collection 











Dist, 6 


In*'Dlsti and 


Loss 


Col.H X 


$440 Qlnu8 Col. 






1975 EAV 


CnoK.rTE 


CnbK.rTE 


Differential 


.OOloo" 


C0I.5'' 1.08 




^A^'^„u■|\^A 


$ 4'.);',ooo 


(100 


i,r'i 


"72,^71 


272,771 


453 


0 


1,613 


'io:* 


[iiii'Ai;.!- 




000 


3,61:16 


40?,liy 


407,117 


676 


0 


7,374 


SO' 


\:\ HAUK 




000 


5,;i5'i 


, 21 6, 2 '.9 


216,26? 


35? 


81 


5,602 


'a) \ 


:i''friiN 


i,v!]7,;5'ri 


000 


6,605 


300,lj?3 


300,873 


4V7 


0 


7,143 




; :.;m M\> 




OOO 


3,:"V, 


423,3''0 


4'^ 3, 350 


703 


0 


3,565 






5!''7, ('00 


OOO 


2,0') 4 


272,505 


2,':\:i05 


452 


0 








•)</■)!'■:/:; 


(^00 


2,026 


244,113 


244,113 


405 


35 


2,171 


r ■' . 1 




12,:!30,,'?» 


000 


53,000 


230, /6V 


2,' 1,30 7 


367 


73 


57,320 






l.!7'i,ii00 


000 


2,'60!3 


335,506 


335,506 


557 


0 


2,821 




TIIUkfUflN 


1/)'! 1,000 


000 


4,65? 


225,585 


225,382 


374 


66 


5,03? 






i,v:v,v/6 


000 


3,012 


407,123 


407,123 


6/7 


o' 


. 4,123' 






2,l/.^:'Ti 


000 


6,626 


326,627 


326,6.'.'? 


542 


0 


7,166 




^■.'Jf/()l;; WLLEY 




000 


2,043 


433,558 


433,558 


720 


G 


2,210 




'.' I nil I, \' CENTRAL 


2, '1:11, 000 


'.'00 


5,175 


400,577 


' 400,577 . 


665 


0 


5,618 


^^^^ 


i i-'i^r.-II. iTrtlE 


i]:'c.,oo{) 


000 


2,857 


28?, 114 


207,350 


477 


0 


3,0?0 


'ito 


'.MIIIIKl.VfF. 


725,000 


000 


2,601 


355,632 


355,632 


570 


0 


2,.813 


^1? 


1 H\i: Ij'iMD 


3U'.,1347 


009 


2,414 


338,380 


338,380 


562 


0 


2,611 


'M-! 


' .iftfiDOlJRG 


'.55,000 


M 


1,358 


482,327 




801 


0 


1,469 


■ 




3iV^21'l'} 


O'lO 


1 , 258 


2'?3,i.40 


2?3,548 


487 


0 


1,361 


^ ' ' , 1 




'iV'.'.OOO 


■■'lOO 


1,836 


315,^,^3 


315,483 


• 524 


0 


2,040 


r, ' n 




?o1 , 000 


■'iOO 


1 , ;,!46 


176,13/ 


176,137 


326 


114 


1,456 


t ■ , 




1 ,3:.'7,O00 


000 


4,219 


312,30? 


307,7/7 


514 


0 


' 4,575 


I'i 


M.,'"wi'AUMi: 


"105,023 


000 


1,556 


260,;'?8 


260,278 


432 


8 


1,683 




«'.ir:rt\';i: vsLLfY 


i,A?7,'11'i 


000 


5,323 


305,746 


305,746 


508 


0 


5,757 




.1.11. [cr 


1,9V::',00O 


000 


4, 6, '6 


42,',, 647 


426,647 


703 


0 


5,057 




; :fJ:'i'lfJ I.OND 


1 , M.IOi 000 


000 


2,063 


475, Vn3 


475,783 


823 


0 


3,076 


i-'i ) 




Mo, '>?.!, 


000 


1,713 


377,055 


"i-.'i /ft; 
J 1 I , ij JJ 


627 


0 


1,0:3 




^;JI[f<'RY 


6:0,000 


000 


1 ,336 


45\5;j.' 


4' 6, 587 


758 


0 


1,445 




[LLIU'JIS EASTERN 


4:5,7I6 


000 


4,12? 


110,3/0 


110,370 


183 


257 


4,466 




lOHN A. LOGAN 


333,10? 


GOO 


1,664 


200,234 


200,234 


332 


103 


1,800 




.VHAUf'Fl- 


lAj.lf)-! 


OGO 


1,255 


127,?63 


127,7,V3 • 


216 


224 


1,357 




LAi;!; I.'DI'NTY 


1,318,000 


009 


4,. 265 


309, D27 


307,027 


513 


0 


4,613 






r'0,524 


000 


9?6 


203,551 


203, 5S1 


33R 


102 


1,012 


yy\ 






000 


7,'8 


475, 30!.^ 


495,308 


822 


0 


787 


5.55 




1,623,000 


000 


7,%f 


5*, 7,017 


547,017 


?08 


0 


3,209 


53i 


l.rur; AND [lARh 


886, (iOO 


000 


2,!l54 


3i^722 


310,722 


316 


0 


3,087 


■33? 


[■ir.HL-ifH' 


736,600 


000 


1,21'!- 


606,255 


606,255 


1,e06 [ 


. 0 


l,3H 




KH-lfl UI'D!) 


4:)0,OOP 


000 


503 


874,632 


874,632 


1 , 485 


0 


544 




TOT/1 


$1'?, 361, 252 


m 


143,2?? 










176,606 



^16.6; U the weighted laean tax rata for operating purposes (education fund plus building S maintenance fund minus transfer to 
^ f indfl ainus Ic reserved for local publid service activities) 
K|W Id tn^ standard local tax contribution divided by toial projected FY 1978 FTE 
""LOWS is the atatavlde projected enrolheat incTeaso ualfonaly applied to all districts 

^ EBJ^C *AiDount recommended for FY 1978 funding hy ICCB 11/19/76 



(Col.6 X Col.7) 

Total 
Equalization 
l Grants * 

$ 0 

0 

H0.242 

0 
0 
0 

76,685 
. 4,184,361) 

0 

332,574 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
9 
0 

165,984 

0 

13,464 • 
0 
0 
0 
G 
0 

1,147,762 
194,400 
303,968 

0 

103.224 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

^6,932,663 
non-operating 




P3 



|0 ni'O.G''::) ;:.).tyj p:'i/:Lo r'.r.o,oco ;:^oo,oog $i;oo,a ^'oo.ooo ^!;jO,f/jo 
rrMUATiuN tt!/iN-insii'Ta ny 'Ami 
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I l.Vv.:qln .1. .u.l 
. K<t:ik 

.; 111. C'.;icr.a 

S.'.:lk .V it ' . 



* Jjhu .A. L., . ..X 

... . J ? ^ • V . 



Tt'.'Af, AVA. 



KY ;'>;6 w:v!'.Mn: ikk fit; frr;:.;::;! 



I I 



.4.-.- 



■1-1 -i. 



-hi 



! I 



l-f- 



■i-i- 



I I 

Ti: 



! I ! 



I i 



r-"f 



! 1 

. 

i i I 



— |- 



i r 

4 ---^ 



I 



-ri--H- 

4-i..[- '-X 



-I- 



J- 
i 

r 

I 1 
i ; 

J- ! 



T 1 ] } 1 



n — I — 1 — r— r 

$1900 $2100 
?]?00 $2000 $2200 



$2300 

$2^ 
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mmm of' the proposed operating mdm 

PLA?I FOR FISCAL YEAR 1978 

C. Calculate dis^idvantaged student grants. 

f. 

]."|ioratv the total allocation for 
fJisadvantagd student grant 
pVojji-.iaii on the basis of-enroll- 
ments in lecedial/developmental coui'sw 
foi /8 and sum the results. 
(Di^;a5!v,]ntaged student contribution) 

p. Calcuf.'ite each district's tax collection loss 
I 

and sun ttjpse amounts in excess of the 
standard weighted mean. 

E. Suiii the districts' estimates of DAVTE funding 
■for FT 73.'' (DAVTE contribution) 



F. Subtract B,C,D, and E from A to obtain a 
-total credit hour contribution. 



(i. Calculate c;edit hour grants. 

1. Calculate a "standard total contribution" 
, (II-D plus III-A plus IV-B plus IV-C plus 
ly-D divided by I-D divided by 30; and 
subtract from the median unit c;. " in each 
. instructional category, 




■ All additional subtraction Is made for 
DAVTE, yocahonal grants in the 
appropriate categories. 

■ 

, Hultif |y the rates calculated in ifl above 
the' enrollments derived in I-D divided 
ly 30 for each instructional category and 
sum the products. 



TOTAL COST OF FIMDING PLAN ELEMENTS 
'iith Explanation of Calculations 



COST PER CREDIT 
HOI OF FUNDING 
PLAN ELEMENTS 



Then' 1975 allocation of $2,708,400 was 
increased by the M inflation factor 
and the 51 enrollment growth factor and 
rounded to the nearest $100,000 $ 3,000,000 



$133,367,000 - $6,983,000 - 

$3,000,000 - $5,677,000 = $115,783,000 

the ICCB credit hour grant responsibility 



> 



$146,042,000 + $20,266,000 + 
$6,983,000 + $3,000,000 -I- $1,924,000 
~ 30 = $32.02, the standard total 
ribution. An additional $7.21, 
4, $2.17 and $2.17 is subtracted 
from instructional categories f5, i'4, 
f3, and II respectively, 



$ .54 



Total estimated tax collection losses- 

$4,887,000; total tax collection loss 

in excess of statewide weighted mean...? 1,924,000 $ .35 

E; timates of the colleges totaled 

$6,001,000. However, the adjustment 

for enrollments made in step II-B 

yielded a total of $ 5,677,000 $ 1.02 



$20, n 



ICCB Apportioninent and Grant Responsibility (Continued) 
Disadvantaged Student Grants - In previous years, disadvantaged student 
yMants have been distributed to colleges based on the percentage a given district 
has of total state monies received from federal sources for student financial 
aids programs. The emphasis, both of the "Blue Ribbon" Committee and the Ad 
Hoc Committee, has now shifted toward funding programs for the educationally 
(rather chan economically) disadvantaged. The ICCB has essentially concluded 
that a satisiactory definition of educational dlsadvantagement is to be found 
in remedial/developmental course enrollments, realizing that this definition 
niay not reflect the academic placement policy of a given district. Table 7 
shows the proposed distribution of such funds based on projected FY 1978 
enrollments in remedial/developmental courses. 

Tax Collection Loss Grants - In determining net tax revenue available to 
community college districts, an amount for collection losses was subtracted 
from an estimate of gross tax receipts. This has the effect of spreading the 
collection loss equally among all districts. The ICCB recognized that it would 
be necessary to make some adjustments so that districts in excess of the 
"average" would not be unfairly penalized. Therefore an adjustment was made so 
that districts in excess of the statewide average would receive a direct 
"special assistance" grant in the amount of the excess. Four districts are 
affected by this adjustment and the grants total $1,924,000 (see Table 5), 

Credit Hour Grants - After all other sources of revenue are subtracted 
from the estimated total resource requirements, the remaining amount is to be 
distributed in the form of credit hour grants (see page 9) , It should be noted 
that DAvTE contributions are not calculated as a part of the "standard total 
cnntributi on" hut are accounted for as a separate subtraction based on an 
estimate of tiie relative reimbursement level by DAVTE for occupational courses. 
If the ICCB should become responsible tor the distribution of these monies, 
that final subtraction would not be made and credit hour grants in the four > 
occupational funding categories affected would be larger, 

ERIC 29 42 



Tablfc 7 

Illinois Communicy College Board 

DISADVANTAGED STUDENT ALLOCATION BASED ON FY 1978 PROJECTED PTE 

(Approved by ICCB 11/19/76) 







REM Li/ .1 AL 


F^Eri EI) 




C02 * 






DEVli- LOI--' 






X$3.,37 






ETE 


OR' Hri:,S' 






'"■'■■) 1 






779 


$ 


2, 624 


;■) 




1 H2 


::>, 4::;i 




1 8, 369 


' '» . ; 




1 , 1 04 


33, 1 26 




111, 636 


V- ') 


f iM. run 




1 2,71 B 




42, 861 


' >'V-> 


P^^'"''i\i..ANI) 


18B 


1:5 , 64::> 




19,025 


'■^ •'),'■. 


.'•'Hi IK ALLEY 


1 


4, 300 




1 4, 761 




i^Mrl'' i: LLL 


1 65 


4 , 964 




1 6, 729 






21 , 


636 , (:i:v;) 




, 1 46, 1 1 9 






1 


3,082 




) 0, 387 


• 1 0 






28, 681 




96, 656 


^ \ 


!<m(::k alley 


1 06 


3-, 1 80 




10,71 5 


''. 1 


t-iri, RAJ/JLY HARPL 


2:>4 


1 , 623 




25,695 


► 1 . s 


i 1 L i:no i:^' ^.^allly 




2, 271 




7, 654 


\ ') 


i LL [NO i:.V OLMTRAL 


3;? 2 


9, 961 




33, 567 


' . i ' ' 


!• ■;•: A i. L .V Tm I L 


1 3() 


3, i;;93 




13, 121 


^ I . 1 


uauvu;im.:;'i;;:l 


24 4 






24, 71 1 


' > ] / 


1. AKL LAN/; 




2,855 




■9, 622 


. ] M 


(:a;-:l ;;anoi^uRu 




2, 628 




8, 357 


) ? 


1 i ij fj-n. Ahio 


i ::>0 


4 , ::> i 0 




1 5 , 1 98 


::.;:o 


! Ar!l\AKLL 


,.V,!',) 


9, 604 




32, 365 


I.:" ' > t 

'■ , . i 


?V.m 1. AKL 


:-!2 


2 , 466 




8 , 3 1 • :■) 




L': ^' CLLL ■ . 
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$ 3, 000,499 


NOTE 


: State Conmunity College 


of East St. Louis is 


not recommended to 


receive 




any of the total $3,000,000 recommended for 


the system for 


disadvantaged 



student grants. 
'*The projected credit hour rate ($3 million r 29,679 t 30) 



The "average" unit cost ufi'zed in determining FY 1978 credit hour 
grants was the weighted mear. . TL^ v. ighted mean more accurately represents 
actual expenditures in each : ending lategory and more equitably distributes 
the credit hour grants than would either an unweighted mean or a median. 

The credit hour grant rates and the total amount of credit hour grant 
funding, by category, are shown in Table 8. 



Table 8 



Recommended Credit Hour Grant Funding for FY 1978 





Credit 


Projected 


Total Credit 


Instructional 


Hour Grant 


FY 1978 Credit 


Hour Grant 


Category 


Rate 


Hours 


Funding 


Baccalaureate 


$23.33 


2,667,300 


$62,228,109 


Business & Pub. Serv. 


$16.74 


805,290 


13,480,555 


Data Proc. & Commerce Tech. 


$27.74 


170,040 


4,716,910 


Nat. Sci. & Industrial Tech. 


$28.86 


434,940 


12,552,368 


Health Technology 


$49.51 


230,130 


11,393,736 


Vocational Skills 


$11.60 


153,420 


1,779,672 


Remedial/Developmental 


$ 8.17 


890,070 


7,271,872 


General Studies 


$11.47 


213,810 


2,452,401 


Total/Average 


$20.80 


5,565,000 


$115,875,623 



Other Grants Previously Funded Through the ICCB - Funds for public service 
activities are no longer funded through the ICCB but are provided Indirectly 
by reserving Ic of the local tax rate in calculating the standard local 
contribution for funding purposes (see page 17 for further explanation). 
Also not requested for FY 1978 are funds for initial grants (up to $100,000 
per college) for new colleges, since none are anticipated, and grants for 
instructional programs at correctional institutions. Funds for instructional 
pr:,\^rams at correctional institutions mav be sought in separate legislation 
if it becomes appart*^nt that insufficient funds will be available for such 
purpov^:es through the Department of Corrections. 
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ILIir.ol s Conmunlty ColI?:;e Roard - Central Office 

\':\'. r.'H(;wLn;; i.-^ :a brief explanation of liv..^. proposed state funded line item 
•^•i:.jc/t;t Increase or decreases for F\*78. Additional detail breakdowns are 
■It. •. .t:-nvd for Personal Services. (I'his explanation does not include funds 
providfi f roi:: Lhe State Community College Budget). 

Pi77 FY78 
Appropri- Budget 
ation R Q u( : s t 



Personal Services $428,310 $521,960 

An ad-ilclonal $93,650 Is needed to providcL (1) a 7.5% 

increase for inflation and ^-."j/J for -itiMual 
s^vrvice increments and merit promotions; and (2) two 
cr'v po.-: It i ons , including a deputy director, a posi- 
tion chac has been considered by the Illinois Ccii-ur.unity 
College Board during the past three years, and a 
secretary for the deputy director. 



Contractual Services 85,470 132,456 

Tr^is service is h<-'ing increased by approximately 55% 
wliich represents increased legal fees and postage. 
The rcCB Increased the hourly rate of ICCB legal 
counsel for rT77. Addition'>l funds are needed for 
increase:- poscage (13c per oz.) and we are also 
r-'quest ing $1,000 for some minor renovation in office 
space. In addition, we are requesting funds to 
ijpdate our Xer^.-x machine, obtain a mag-card 
typewriter, facilitate an evaluation of the ICCB 
office ($15,000), provide for consultants to assist 
with our MIS system, and begin microfilm services. 

'tlUXpJL 20,000 28,000 

The ICCI^ staff feels that the increase of $8,000 just 
meets the minimum needs for staff attendance at 
Board meetings, advisory meetings, campus audits, and 
to provide travel reimburseirent for members of offi- 
r^ial ICCB advisory committees as required by 
.Section 102-7 of the Public Community College Act. 
Additional funds have also been included to provide 
for t!u^ higher reimbursement rates in the new 
;!:r;'ic.'r Education travel regulations; i.e., mileage 
has Seen increased from 12c to 15c and per diem and 
hotel rates h'lve also 'increased. 



Commodities 8,400 9 ,800 

wi? or., iLlowing aa additional $1,400 for the increased 
ro--^ts of pai^or. This amount is only to provide the 
'-•'!rr-ent c-ite of commodities being purchased In FY77, 
* ir.^reased costs. 
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^^rint Ing $ 2,500 $ 3,000 

The increase of $500 is just to provide for the 
increased costs of paper to allow us to continue to 
produce the same number of issues of the Community 
C{jl lego Bulletin as we have in the past and other 
items such as Red Book and other publications • 

Kqulpment 1,000 5,200 

Ari .kiditiioual $3,400 Is included for a total of $5,200 to 

ii-xv.i f.nr the purchase of microfilm equipment and to 
r^'place obsolete dictating equipment and typewriters. 

To 1 ecommunicat ions 

An Increase of approximately $1,000 is needed for 
Increased costs, additional line costs for the new 
Centre.x IL system installed in FY76 and increased 
Line costs for data processing. 

RDP - Electronic Data Processing 

The Illinois Community College Board is attempting 
to include in ED? all costs that are on a recurring 
basis each year which were absorbed in the special 
appropriation for MIS during the past two years 
plus increased usage with the University of Illinois. 

MIS - M^mage ment Information System 

\h^^uro:'d by ^DP 
Resea rch 

These funds will provide six grant projects to fund a 
computerized ERIC document search service development 
and computerized student flow and transfer study, 
development of follow-up studies of part-time students, 
tio'/clopment and testing of an enrollment projection 
model and special analysis of part-time faculty in 
the community colleges. 

Retirement (@ 17.72% of payroll) 17,600 100,229 

3.757: was appropriated in FY 1977 

Total $668,900 $956,447 

ag 
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13,000 14,000 



77,620 117,308 



15,000 -0- 
-0- 24,000 
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Table 9 

Illinois Community Collej^e Board 

^KCOM>{ENDED FY78 ICCB OFFICE BUDGET IN 
STATE APPROPRIATION FOR>L'\T . 



f^orson;iL Services 

Contract iia 1 So rv i c g s 

Trave 1 

C<>mniod 1 1 ir-s 

i*r i n t IriK 

Equipment 

To I e-i-ommuni cat ions 

Sub Total 
Electronic Data Processing 
Management Information System 
'\ o M e a r c !i Grants 

Total Operation 

'Ret iroment 

*Total State Appropriation Budget 



*r)o(3s not Include funds utilized by the 
ICCB office for administration through 
Stare Community College's appropriation. 



Proposed FY78 
FY77 Budget Request 



9 « /. o , J J, U . 
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jZl , 960 . 












0 Q Ann 
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ft Ann 




Q cnn 
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2,500. 




3,000. 


1 nnn 
X , uuu • 




J , ^UU . 


13,000. 




14,000. 


$558,680. 




714,410 


77,620. 




117,808 


15,000 




-0- 


-0- 




24,000. 


$651,300. 


$ 


856,218 


.17,600. 




100,229 ( 


$668,900. 


$ 


956,447 
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Table 10 
Illinois Community College Board 



PROPOSED ICCB OFFICE PERSONAL SERVICES BUDGET FOR FY78 (1977-1978) 



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 



Executive 

Associate 

Associate 

Associate 

Associate 

Assoc tate 

Assoc late 

Ass istant 

Assistant 

Assistant 

Assistant 

Assistant 

Assistant 

Ass Istant 

Assistant 

Ass istant 



Director 

Director 

Director 

Dl i .^ctor 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 



1. Ada '.nlst rat ive Secretary 

2. SecT.etary II, Transc. 

3. Secretary III, Steno. 

4. Secretary IV, Steno. 

5. Accountant I 

6 Secretary HI, Steno. 

7. Secretary III, Steno. 

8. Secretary II, Transc 

9. Secretary HI, Steno. 

10. Duplicating III 

11. Secretary III, Steno. 

12. Programmer III 

13. Key Punch II 

14. Account Clerk II 

15. Clerk II 

16. Account Clerk II 

17. Secretary II, Transc. 

*Adniinistrat Ive Staff 
10^ increase (7% for 
inflation and 3;^ for service 
and jnerit promotions). 

*Civil Service 

12Z increase (9Z for infla- 
tion and 3Z for service and 
merit promotions). 

Kcv Positions 

Deputy Director 
Secretary III, Steao 
Extra Help 

(1) Total Needs 



FY77 
Annual- 
ized 
Salary 



State 
Appropri- 
ation 



EDP 



sec 



$ 41,000 $ 41,000 

28,100 28,100 

26,600 26,600 

31,050 31,050 

28,250 28,250 

28,350 28,350 

2G 300 26,300 

20,300 20,500 

15,500 15 500 

18,300 18,300 

18,300 18,300 

16,600 16,600 

18,400 18,400 

15,000 15,000 

15,000 15,000 

(2)14,400 

$347,250 $313,350 $18,400 $15,500 



11,925 
7,850 
9,650 
11,750 
11,300 
10,360 
9,500 
8,925 
9,425 
9,475 
9.650 
11,400 
8,625 
8,150 
7,400 
8,450 
7,500 



11,925 
7,850 
9,650 
11,750 
11,300 
10,360 
9,500 
8,925 
9,425 
9,475 
9,650 



7,400 



11,400 
8,625 



8,150 

8,450 
7,500 



$161,335 $117,210 $20,025 $24,100 
34,725 31,335 1,840 1,550 



19,360 14,065 2,403 2,892 



$ 35,000 $ 35,000 $ < 
9,000 9,000 
4>000 2,000 1,000 

$610,670 $521,960 $43,668 $45,042 



1,000 



♦Includes adjustment of an additional 3X to absorb the deficiency for FY 1977 
to be added to the proposed 7Z (administrative) and 9Z (civil service) 
increases. 

(1) Does not include additional staff in the area of career programa which we 
believe necessary if DVTE funding to the coimnunity college system becomes 
the responsibility and function of the ICCB. 

(2) This position not included in total — funded by CETA. 
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Table 11 



Illinois Community College Board 
PROPOSED TCCB CONTRACTUAL SERVICES BUDGET FY78 



FY77 



Fre ight 

Repair & Maintenance Equipment 
Rental of Office Equipment 
Rental of Real Estate 
Professional & Technical 
Cleaning 
Postage 

Court Reporting 

Advertising 

Subscriptions 

Photographic 

Other (Board Meetings 

Total Contractual 



350 
3,000 
15,800 
32,000 
21,970 
150 
8,000 
250 
100 
1,150 
200 
2,500 



Proposed 
FY78 

$ 350 
3,000 
28,050 
35,000 
52,000 
150 
9,000 
500 
200 
1,200 
500 
2,500 



$85,470 $132,450 



Rental of Office Equipment : 

Xerox 9,200) 
4,500 
Pitney Bowes 
IBM (Transcription) 
IBM (Mag-Card) 

Professional & Technical Services: 



$ 24,000 
500 
1,200 
2,500 

$ 28,200 



Lega 1 

Evaluation Study 

sec Audits & MIS Consultants 

Micro-filra Services 



$ 12,000 
15,000 
10,000 
15,000 

$ 52,000 
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Table 12 

Illinois ComrauniLy College Board 
PROPOSED ICCB OFFICE EQUIPMENT FOR FY 1978 

FY77 FY78 
Equipment $1,000.00 $5,200.00 



Unit 

^^ame Cost 
3 Micro-fiche Readers $300.00 1,500.00 



4 Lateral File Cabinets 325.00 
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1,300.00 



2 sets IBM Transcription 

Equipment 1,200.00 2,400.00 

Total Need $5,200.00 
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Table 13 

Illinois Community College Board 

P^xOPOSED EDUCATION DATA PROCESSING BL7)GET FOR TlIE ICCB OFFICE 

FY77 FY78 

Personal Services: 

Assistant Director $18,400 

Programmer 11,400 

Key Punch 8,450 

Total Personal Services $38,250 $43,668 

Contractual : 

Equipment Rental 15,131 15,318 

University of Illinois 21,839 40,056 

Prof, & Tech. Service -0- 6,000 

111. Education Consortium Member- 7,500 
ship Dues 

Total Contractual 36,970 

Commodities 2,400 3,200 

Equipment -0- 866 

Travel -0~ 1,200 

Total EDP $77,620 $117,808 
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PROPOSED rT1978 Research Grants for CociQunlty Colleges 



1. A computerized ERIC document search service for coramunity colleges 
provided by Illinois institutions such as Eastern Illinois University, 
Illinois State University, Bradley University and others. Grant 
would include cost of searches provided for cocucunity colleges for 
one year or until funds run out:. This would be intended as a pilot 
project to encourage the community colleges to utilize the resources 
available at nearby universities. 

$ 6,000. 

2. Lcvclopnicnt of a Computerized Student-Flow and Transfer Study among 
Illinois Senior Colleges and Community Colleges. This study would 
utilize the student data of the ICCB MIS system and the computerized 
student data bases at senior colleges to track student flow and pro- 
vide information on transfer students. 

$ 5,000. 

3. Grant for the development of impact studies of community, colleges . 
Request for proposals will be developed by the ICCB Research 
Advisory Couacil v;ith priority given to a cooperative study involving 
several ccicrauaity colleges. 

3,000. 

4. Grant for the development of Follow-up Studies of Part-time students 
In the coinmunity colleges of Illinois. Request for proposals will be 
developed by the ICCB Research Advisory Council v/ith priority given to 
a cooperative study involving several community colleges. 

3,000. 

5. Grant for the development and testing of an enrollment projection model 
for the conmiunity colleges. Request for proposals will be developed by 
the ICCB Research Advisory Council with priority given to a cooperative 
study involving several comi^.unity colleges. 

5,000. 

6. Special analysis of part-time faculty in the community colleges of 
Illinois utilizing llie ICCB MIS Faculty and Staff Module. Funds would 
be utilized for workshop, special computer reports, and publication. 



GRAND TOTAL R]{SEARCH GRANTS 



Note: All research grant.*^ av;arded to community colleges would have to meet 

definite specif icatJons identified in the researcli proposals. The proposals 
would be evalu;4tcd by the ICCB Research Advisory Council and approved by the 
Illinois Conmiiinity Collt»ge Board 
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Tllinois (■\)r:::r.;:iW r y College Board 

PROPO'ifT' ICCH O-FICE F^lTlGET FROM STATE COMIiUNITY COLLEGE 
OF EAST ST. LOriS AI^PrOPRlAIlON FOP Fi 1978 





FY 7 7 


FYTS 






$45,042. 




' 4 . 3 . 


1,753. 


r r.r I 
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3,000. 


2,000. 






1,000. 
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1^500. 
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?52,SOO. 
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STATE COMMUNITY COLLEGE OF EAST ST, LOUIS 



State Community College has submitted a budget request from state 
t"und5s totaling $3,650,000 — an increase over the FY 1977 appropriation of 
7.7%. Table 15 summarizes the request in expenditure object form and 
compares it to those same object classifications for FY 1977. 

The principal increase requested is for personal services. The proposed 
increase would allow for moving the base salary (masters degree and no 
exp.erience--nine month contract) from $9,600 to $10,000. This is a modest 
and reasonable 'reqijest wh^ compared to salary schedules of neighboring 
colleges, with whom SCC must compete, and with other community colleges 
in the state. , .. 

la addition to the $3,650,000 of state funds. State Community College 
officials project income in. the Local Education Fund totaling $4A8,000 from 
the following sources: 



Tuition $323,000 

Administrative Costs-Financial Aid 30,000 

Vocational Education Reimbursement 80,000 

Indirect Costs-Grants 5,000 

Bookstore and Related Fees 5,000 

Miscellaneous Income 5, 000 

Total $448,000 



The ICCB staff would recommend approval of the budget request as submitted 
by State Community College 



*This constitutes the total of state funds recommended for FY 1978. 
Disadvantaged student funds will not be reconm^ended in addition to these 
funds. 
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State revenue has decreased, on a per student basis, in recenr. years 
nnd will be lower in FY 1977, perhaps by 8:', than it was in YX l97A~during 
a period of time when the cost of living incrc^sng by 25% ! Coupled with 
the lower state revenue per student is a declining tax base per student 
causing most colleges to increase tuition considerably. Since tuition 
increases cannot possibly cover the resultant deficiency, colleges have 
had to go into various fonus of deficit financing. Even with tuition increases 
and increased indebtedness, colleges still had to curtail programs and 
services to the detriment of quality education. 

In order to improve an adverse financial situation, a budget request 
for operations for the community colleges and the ICCB central office (excluding 
retirement and IBA rentals) totaling $132,196,218 has been requested (see 
Table 16) • This compares with an appropriation received for FY 1977 of 
$108,802,000 but with an appropriation recommended by the IBHE of $117,111,500. 
The largest portion of the increase is for credit hour grants — equalization and 
disadvantaged student grants increased only slightly. The average credit hour 
grant recommended is $20,80 which is less than the $21,70 recommended by the 
IBHE and included in Governor Walker *s initial budget recommendations for 
FY 1976, two years ago. The $20,80 also includes funds which were apportioned 
separately and in addition to the $21,70 recommended in FY 1976. 
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Table 16 



Illinois Community College Board 

SLmVRY OF FISCAL YEAR 1978 OPfiRATINC BLT)C;i:T RECOMMENDATIONS 

FY' 1976 FY 1977 I-T 1978 

Budget Category Appropriat ion Appropriation Recommendations 

ICCB Office - Total 650,300 651,300 856,218 

Personal Services (389,650) (428,310) (521,960) 

Contractual Services ( 62,110) ( 85,470) (132,450) 

Travel ( 16,290) ( 20,000) ( 28,000) 

Commodities ( 8,000; ( 8,400) ( 9,800) 

Printing ( 2,500) ( 2,500) ( 3,000) 

Equipment ( 1,500) ( 1,000) ( 5,200) 

Teleconiinunlcations ( 9,000) ( 13,000) ( 14,000) 

MIS (100,000) ( 15,000) -0- 

Data Processing ( 60,620) ( 77,620) (117,808) 

Research -0- -0- ( 24,000) 

Grants to Colleges - Total $93,363,665 $104,761,400 $127,690,000 

Credit Ho'.; Grants (82,357,165) ( 95,934,500) (115,783,000) 

Eciual<7ation ( 3,100,000) ( 6,118,500) ( 6,983,000) 

Sup '^rcup. Grants ( 4,640,000) -0~ -0- 

Public Service Grants ( 705,000) -0- -0- 

Disad. Student Grants ( 2,444,000) ( 2,708,400) ( 3,000,000) 

Tax Collection Loss Grants -0- -0- ( 1,924,000) 

Correction Instruct .Grants ( 117,500) -0- -0-** 

College Formation Grants -0- -0- -0- 

ETV Grants -0- -0- -0- 

SCC - East St. Louis $ 3,267,100 $ 3,389,300 $ 3,650,000 

Subtotal-Direct Grants To $97,281,065 $108,802,000 $132,196,218 
the Colleges and I'.CB 
Office 

IBA Rentals $12,607,110 $ 12,607,110 $ 12,607.110 
Subtotal-System Operati ns 

Less Retirement $109,888,175 $121,409,110 $144,803,328 

SURS Retirement-System 3,478,400 5,061,300 36,928,500* 

SURS Retirement-ICCB Office 12>100 17,600 100,229^ 

Total System Operations $113,378,675 $126,488,010 $181,832,057 



*Based on 17.72% of payroll 
**Faads for community college instruction programs at stc^te correctional institutions 
may be requested in a separate appropriation 
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.:jllj:i..iLji!ilii!:l:^j,,J'>^L. 1^^^^ 1976 i Jef i.cl<jn(:y In State; FundluK 

:u .-.uid it f t■^ luMular fV i')'''^^ uperatlng budget '-e-'Comni»nK!.i t l^iny- for 

t!u' : l.!.iru--i.s f)a:,>l.ic community col.K'-e sy,stem tota.lin.>;; -181,832,05/ (as :^;Iiovn 
)n Til)lo 16 on ^S), the ICCB i.s requestin.7. ?19 J87,0i)0 for p-ii'ticil 

reir.biiisonont tlie def louincy in state funding.; fi;r IT 1976. 

rhe $19, 000 iH 70J:: of the total deficiency of $27,695,700 incurred 
Ir. :"7 197'S wh^jn conniuiiity collev;o enroil.-it'o.ts PTeatly exceeded state funds 
'."ai-L.ihle Mvl p.-^ 'iupp 1 emental or dr?ficiency apu ropriat ion was approved during 
rv 19"^'^. I.r: 17 1976 le^cislative credit hour grant, rates of $21.70, $19.20, 
u;d $1 7.61 for haccalaurea te/occupational , renied ial-dtvclopmental/ vocational 
*>"'. i. l1:», and ot!v?r i.^ener':il studies courses respectively wero severely prorated 
to Slh.OO, $1^.30, and $14.95. Restoration of these funds Is essential to 
or: ah 1 0 dij-rricts to meet the financial oblit;acions incurred from hiring, on 
I pe--:.jnt-tt basis, additional faculty and stait to accon;rnodate t.ore thian 
":•"■"> v-^^M-vt VTr. students than for which state funds wert- provided. 

Tb.e le-'fjuest for only 70/( of t!ie total deficiency by the ICCB is based 
)n f'l^ the :^evere liniitation on state funding; (2) the fact that 70% 

-i-: r-n" s tho approxiinate anount f direct costs, such as instructional 
■ : l;.r l^rs , in the corxiunity college budgets as opposed to fixed costs which, 
olac^- tr, :rlriir;istr.it ive overhe.id; and (3) the fact that 70% is the amount 
■■ ^ : ::':-i '.rr tiie. :HHE for calculation of tiie enrollment c>rowth apor ivi.cnr.ent 



